﻿Notes 17 December 2022


I have theorized in a different location of my notes that, charged particles on the smu, does PCU particles, have a masking effect on the gravity a wave. This would explain why and up quark is lighter and measured Mass then is a down quark. This would also explain why a neutron would have a larger measured mass than a proton does. This would also explain why an electron at rest relative to a gravitational field would not be affected by it. The question about the electron though, is how the electron is affected when in motion relative to a gravitational field since it was noted that would be the case by Dan Fry.


If the electric force is as strong as it appears to be and an electron is very strongly attracted to a proton, such as in a simple hydrogen atom, and if the gravity a of the SMU within an electron is essentially masked, then what force is it that keeps the electron from being drawn onto or into the proton?


If electric charge polarity is essentially a spin alignment attraction and repulsion effect, then what type of effect is the effect which keeps the electron in a simple hydrogen atom away from the proton?


Investigate Titius Bode "Law"


Epiphany:
Given the probability that PCU polarities are just mirror image versions of each of the two simplest, presumably toroidal, forms of that particle, and given that the antiparticle of The binding energy of the atom repels all normal matter, this indicates that there is a high probability that there are two versions of gravity a, one version for normal matter, and another version for antimatter. If this is the case, this would indicate that gravity a is not just a dipole dipole effect by itself nor a flow effect by itself, and possibly not just a spin effect by itself, although this last Factor may not be correct. It does indicate that there is some form of alignment necessary in the production of gravity a in both apparent forms, and not just a phase alignment by itself or something similar. The fact that the antiparticle of The binding energy also repels its own kind of same particle, this indicates that the binding energy particle of normal matter also repels its own kind, at least to a certain degree in at certain ranges.


Separate from the above, it seems clear that the 7th power law followed by the repulsion force of the antiparticle of the binding energy of the atom refers to a certain distance beyond the generating particle itself as appears to be the case in macroscopic magnetic repulsion and attraction forces by a dipole. It appears that this 7th power law is statistical to some degree since it works most likely on a volume of particles rather than between two single particles apparently. It does not invalidate the probability that it has something to do with a dipole related Force.


Epiphany:
Given the likelihood that all PCU on the surface of an electron spin in the same sense relative to the center of the PCU bound smu, it would seem probable that something similar to magnetic poles would be formed by those spins and that all of those magnetic poles, or whatever we might name these polarization factors, all would point outward with the same orientation, similar to a ball having small spherical magnets with all of their North Pole facing away from the ball or all of their South Pole facing away from the ball. Since macroscopic magnetism is the result of relativistic electric force effects, these PCU Fields might not rightfully be called magnetic, though having some similarity to magnetic fields.


If the ladder Epiphany proves correct, would this be a clue on how to determine which direction apcu of negative charge on an electron SMU spins by serving macroscopic effects?


the above idea would also possibly explain why an electron has a spend value of 1/2 since there would be the same pole sticking out of the top and out of the bottom of the particle possibly which would mean the pole would only be able to rotate through half of a rotation, thus giving the spin value of one half.


Today I discovered that scientists already have something similar but not the same as my idea which they call spinors.